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We are deeply concerned that the Accreditation Panel has so far done an inadequate job in its 
assessments of accredited entities’ grievance mechanisms, environmental and social track records, and 
the substantial equivalence of safeguards. 
  
The GCF’s due diligence must include an evaluation of an AE’s processes for addressing grievances and 

verifying that a fit for purpose mechanism actually exists. This is particularly important for AEs 
accredited for high and medium risk projects. We urge that relevant secretariat staff, such as the 
environmental specialist, and the GCF’s own Independent Redress Mechanism staff be consulted in the 
review of applicants for accreditation. 
  
We are deeply disappointed over the lack of progress in the long-delayed development of modalities for 
third party input.  Until third party input is provided for, especially from that of affected constituencies 
and CSOs, the Accreditation Panel’s due diligence will continue to be more of a check on the mere 
existence of policies and procedures on paper rather than a solid verification and evaluation of track 

records. 
  
We reiterate our urgent call for clear definitions of  direct, regional, and international access. Direct 
access entities should be defined as domestic institutions based in developing countries and 
implementing activities in the country they are based. Regional direct access entities should be limited 
to exceptional circumstances, like those of SIDS where the size of the countries make it very difficult to 
have national entities in every individual country. Outside of these exceptions, all entities that wish to 
implement GCF activities in multiple countries should not be considered direct access entities. 
  

We support the exclusion of certain entities from getting accredited with the GCF, in particular 
individuals and export credit agencies. We do NOT support the exclusion of municipalities. Excluding 
municipalities contradicts para 41 of the Governing Instrument. Municipalities play a vital role in 
providing services in developing countries. 
  
We welcome the recommendation by the Accreditation Committee for the Secretariat to launch a call 
for public input in order to establish a baseline for the whole portfolio of AEs in terms of low carbon, 
climate resilient development. 
  

We are concerned by the recommendation that AEs are only eligible for one accreditation upgrade per 
replenishment cycle. Our concern is especially for direct access entities as this would significantly 
prevent country driven scale-up in climate financing.. 
  
We suggest that international mentoring programs be made a mandatory function of international AEs 
that is time bound and publicly reported upon, so as to ensure the transition of the GCF’s accreditation 
portfolio towards direct access AEs. We also request an update on the capacity building efforts 
provided to direct access entities, which was a requirement for fast-tracked international access entities 
under B.08/3 (j). 

  
Finally, we welcome the suggestion of allowing partnership within LDCs and SIDs to enable larger and 
more risky projects to be financed by direct access AEs. 
 


